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AGENDA DATE: July 17, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers 
 
FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department 
 
SUBJECT: Contract For Final Design Of The Mason Street Bridge Replacement 

Project 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  That Council: 
 
A.  Confirm that Kimberly Avenue shall remain a two-way street;  
B. Approve the proposed Mason Street Bridge Project width design and roadway 

geometry in accordance with City, State, and Federal standards, with design 
exceptions as approved by the City Engineer; 

C.  Accept Federal Highway Administration Highway Bridge Program grant funding 
in the amount of $5,106,236 for the Mason Street Bridge Replacement Project, 
and authorize the increase of estimated revenues and appropriations in the 
Fiscal Year 2013 Streets Capital Fund by $5,106,236 for the Mason Street 
Bridge Replacement Project; and 

D. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a City Professional Services 
contract with Bengal Engineering, Inc., in a form acceptable to the City Attorney, 
in the amount of $550,340 for final design services for the Mason Street Bridge 
Replacement Project, and authorize the Public Works Director to approve 
expenditures of up to $55,034 for extra services of Bengal Engineering, Inc., that 
may result from necessary changes in the scope of work.  

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
 
The Mason Street Bridge was constructed in 1955. The replacement of the bridge is an 
integral part of the Lower Mission Creek Flood Control Project (LMCFCP), which was 
approved by Council in 2001. The LMCFCP is a joint effort between the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers, Santa Barbara County Flood Control, and the City. The 
LMCFCP is intended to reduce flooding on the lower portions of Mission Creek, and 
spans approximately 1.3 miles of the Mission Creek channel, from Canon Perdido 
Street to Cabrillo Boulevard. This reach of the LMCFCP is subject to flooding that 
affects residents, businesses, and transportation facilities, including the nearby railroad 
station, resulting in significant damage to property and productivity.  
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As part of the City’s preliminary design review process, the Mason Street Bridge Project 
(Project) was brought before several City advisory committees, who have had different 
opinions, including some that remain unresolved. A key discussion item is how to 
maximize vegetation between the widened Mission Creek and the proposed western 
alignment of Kimberly Avenue, while still meeting City design practices and policies. 
Some design recommendations affect the width of a portion of Kimberly Avenue, 
leaving it as a two-way street, or making it a one-way street. Staff is requesting direction 
from the Council to the advisory boards and commissions on the items identified in this 
report. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
In 2001, the Planning Commission (PC) certified the LMCFCP Environmental Impact 
Study/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), which was subsequently approved by 
Council. Currently, Mission Creek can handle only an 8-year storm event. After the 
LMCFCP improvements are completed, the capacity will be increased to convey a 20-
year storm event (3,400 cubic feet per second). In addition to improving water 
conveyance, final channel improvements will enhance aquatic habitat and restore some 
of the native plant and tree species. This conceptual design included the replacement of 
the bridge and the realignment of Kimberly Avenue. In 2007, the LMCFCP received 
Coastal Development Permit (CDP) approval from the Planning Commission, followed 
by other regulatory permits for the City and County. 
  
On January 26, 2010, Council authorized a contract with Bengal Engineering, Inc. 
(Bengal), for Preliminary Design services for the Project. The replacement of this 
structurally and hydrologically deficient bridge is primarily being funded by the Federal 
Highway Bridge Program (HBP). Federal HBP funds will reimburse the City 88.53 
percent of the design, right of way, and construction costs. State toll credit funds will 
provide the local match for the right of way and construction phases, leaving the City to 
pay only 11.47 percent of the design costs, plus any ineligible expenses, such as 
Project staff time accrued before federal authorization to proceed with design was 
given. 
 
The existing bridge is a simple span, concrete bridge about 36-feet long to match the 
existing channel being 35-feet wide. In order to accommodate the LMCFCP channel 
widening, the Project will involve removing and replacing the bridge to span the new 
LMCFCP’s 55-foot channel width. In addition, the Project includes new retaining walls, 
bridge railing, sidewalk and street enhancements, street and utility realignments, sloped 
creek banks, landscaping, habitat expansion areas adjacent to the creek bed, and 
associated work. The Project is in the right of way acquisition phase and is now ready to 
move into final design. (See Attachment 1 for the Project location.) 
 
The proposed Project design is in conformance with prior Council, PC, and California 
Coastal Commission approvals. Since these approvals, staff has worked with the 
Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) and the Creeks Advisory Committee (CAC) 
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during Preliminary Design to add landscaping, add more sloped creek banks, and 
expanded habitat area. However, as part of this review process, staff has been directed 
by the HLC to include additional landscaping.  
 
There are essentially two design features, which could allow more landscaping and 
sloped creek bank: either further narrow Kimberly Avenue, and/or further narrow the 
new bridge.  
 
KIMBERLY AVENUE - ONE-WAY VERSUS TWO-WAY ISSUE 
 
The proposed Project is designed with Kimberly Avenue remaining a two-way street. 
The LMCFCP EIS/EIR approved in 2001, and the CDP approved in 2007, reflected 
Kimberly Avenue as a two-way street. The Chapala Street Bridge Replacement Project 
is in close proximity to this Project, and it was recently approved by the PC and included 
Chapala and Yanonali Streets remaining as two-way streets.  
 
The CAC recommended that Kimberly Avenue be revised to a one-way street to allow 
for additional sloped creek bank habitat expansion area. As a one-way street, the 
narrowest road width allowed by the Fire Department for a public roadway is 20 feet, 
curb-to-curb. The HLC has stated they strongly prefer a one-way street to allow the 
Project bridge to be narrowed. The Transportation and Circulation Committee (TCC) 
agreed with the staff recommendation to narrow Kimberly Avenue from its existing 31.8-
feet curb-to-curb width to the proposed 26 feet curb-to-curb width and keep it a two-way 
street. The proposed Project design, includes an innovative bridge rail style (see 
Attachment 5), which allows the bridge width to be 43 feet, independent of Kimberly 
Avenue being either a one-way street or two-way street. The TCC found that converting 
Kimberly Avenue to a one-way street would not be in conformance with the Circulation 
Element of traffic circulation for the neighborhood. If the one-way alternative is to be 
pursued, staff anticipates this would result in a significant delay in updating the 
environmental documents, which will include determining if there is sufficient 
neighborhood support, and possibly jeopardize FHWA project grant funding due to the 
anticipated delay.  
 
In an effort to meet the interests expressed by the Historic Landmarks Commission 
(HLC), the Creeks Advisory Commission (CAC), and the Transportation and Circulation 
Committee (TCC), the proposed design includes the addition of approximately 1,500 
square feet of sloped creek bank habitat expansion area north of Mason Street, west of 
Kimberly Avenue. The approved EIS/EIR and CDP did not include vegetated sloped 
creek banks immediately north of Mason Street west of Kimberly Avenue. 
 
Staff has contacted the property owners or their representatives for the properties 
fronting Kimberly Avenue and Yanonali Street between Kimberly Avenue and Chapala 
Street. Along this stretch, there are ten properties with eight property owners. All eight 
property owners or their representatives either prefer or support that Kimberly Avenue 
remain a two-way street, and the majority of them do not support it becoming a one-way 
street. 
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Staff requests Council confirm that Kimberly Avenue remain a two-way street.  
 
BRIDGE DESIGN WIDTH 
 
In order to maintain grant funding and achieve the Caltrans/FHWA engineering design 
approval, the Project’s bridge roadway design must meet current standards and the 
current professional design "standard of care", and meet a minimum approvable bridge 
roadway width, in accordance with Caltrans, American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), and City criterion. The City does not have 
sufficient funds to build the $11 million Project without federal grant funding. 
 
The Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC), the Creeks Advisory Commission (CAC), 
and the Transportation and Circulation Committee (TCC), have all recommended that 
the bridge be designed to minimize the bridge’s width and maximize adjacent vegetated 
creek bank slopes and habitat expansion areas, and to be consistent with the 
neighborhood residential setting. After initially expressing concerns, the HLC and the 
CAC have already acknowledged and approved the proposed bridge abutment location, 
which includes the removal and mitigation of a large Sycamore tree.  
 
To accommodate the direction to minimize the Project’s bridge width, staff has been 
able to reduce the bridge’s design width from 60 feet to 43 feet. However, the HLC has 
requested a 30-foot wide rail-to-rail bridge. This direction cannot be met and still meet 
the federal bridge width minimum standards. The May 24, 2012, TCC staff report 
contains associated detailed design information and is included as Attachment 3. The 
excerpts of the minutes from the TCC’s meeting of May 24, 2012, and the minutes from 
the HLC’s June 6, 2012, meeting are included as Attachment 4. 
 
Staff is proposing a bridge design width of 43 feet that includes an innovative bridge rail 
design, and a 28 feet curb-to-curb roadway width (see Attachment 5). The HLC has 
expressed their support of utilizing the innovative bridge rail.  Caltrans has confirmed 
that the minimum bridge curb to curb roadway width that can meet state and federal 
standards is 30 feet. Though the proposed 28-foot bridge roadway width will reduce the 
bridge design width, it requires a design exception. Staff expects that the proposed 
bridge design exceptions will be approved by Caltrans/FHWA.   
 
Staff and the TCC are recommending six-foot wide sidewalks on both sides of the 
bridge, in accordance with the Pedestrian Master Plan, and matching existing 
neighborhood sidewalks widths west of the bridge. The HLC and the CAC recommend 
five-foot wide sidewalks, which is the minimum width allowed by City Municipal Code. 
Staff will need to obtain design exceptions from Caltrans and the FHWA to include, a) 
the reduction of the pavement travel way from two 12-foot wide travel lanes to two 11-
foot wide lanes, and b) a road approach transition width variance, because the 
roadways to and from the bridge are wider than the proposed bridge width. It is a 
federal design standard for the bridge width to conform with the roadway approach 
widths. 
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Staff requests that Council approve the recommended bridge width design of 43 feet, 
with design exceptions that can be approved by Caltrans and the FHWA and deemed 
necessary by the City Engineer. Staff also requests that Council direct the HLC to 
incorporate this design width in their design approval.  
 
DESIGN PHASE CONSULTANT ENGINEERING SERVICES 
 
With approval of the key design features of bridge width and Kimberly Avenue’s 
alignment, staff can proceed with final design. On January 26, 2010, Council awarded 
Bengal Engineering Inc. (Bengal) the preliminary design contract. On April 4, 2012 the 
FHWA authorized additional grant funds for design. Staff negotiations with Bengal 
resulted in a fair and reasonable cost approvable by Caltrans in the amount of $550,340 
for final design, and expenditures of up to $55,034 for extra services of Bengal that may 
result from necessary changes in the scope of work. 
 
COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
 
The Project went before the Historic Landmarks Commission on five occasions, before 
the Creeks Advisory Commission on three occasions, and before the Transportation 
and Circulation Committee once. The Project is required to return to the Historic 
Landmarks Commission for final design approval. All of the hearings have been, and 
will continue to be, publicly noticed.  
 
The Project will include the full acquisition of three properties and partial acquisition of 
the following properties: 
 

• 15 West Mason Street – Full acquisition for widening Mission Creek 
• 16 West Mason Street – Partial acquisition for the realignment of Kimberly 

Avenue 
• 20 West Mason Street – Full acquisition due to expected house damage during 

construction 
• 135 Kimberly Avenue – Full acquisition for widening Mission Creek 

 
All acquisitions are necessary to construct the proposed Project. All property owners 
have or will be contacted to negotiate property acquisition and relocation assistance, as 
appropriate. On May 22, 2012, Council approved the Professional Services contract for 
Project right of way acquisition and relocation assistance. 
 
When the construction contract is awarded, notifications by mail, including fact sheets in 
both English and Spanish, will be sent out to owners and residents providing basic 
Project related information, including the dedicated Project phone number and website 
address. Pre-construction public meetings will be held to inform owners and residents of 
the construction timeline and review of the Project’s details. Planned outreach methods 
during construction include Project road signs, City Television updates, local media 
press releases, and a ribbon cutting ceremony for the completed bridge.  
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FUNDING 
 
The Federal Highway Bridge Program will pay 88.53 percent of eligible design, right-of-
way, and construction costs. State toll credit funding sources provide the local match for 
the right-of-way and construction phases, with the City share of 11.47 percent for the 
design phase only. 
 
The following summarizes all estimated total Project costs: 
 

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST 
 

Design 
Federal 
Share 

State* 
Share 

City 
Share 

Total Cost 

Design Phase 
Preliminary Design (by contract 
with Bengal) $191,971 $0 $24,872 $216,843 
Final Design (this contract with 
Bengal) $535,938 $0 $69,436 $605,374 
Environmental Review and Permits $84,090 $0 $10,895 $94,985 
Survey $17,706 $0 $2,294 $20,000 
City Staff Project Management & 
Review  $212,293 $0 $50,000 $262,293 

Subtotal (Design) $1,041,998 $0 $157,497 $1,199,495 
Right of way Phase 

Property and Easement Acquisition 
and Relocation $4,363,800 $565,376 $25,000 $4,954,176 

Subtotal (Right-of-way ) $4,363,800 $565,376 $25,000 $4,954,176 
Construction Phase 

Construction $3,837,435 $497,180 $0 $4,334,615 
Construction Administration $500,535 $64,850 $50,000 $615,385 

Subtotal (Construction) $4,337,970 $562,030 $50,000 $4,950,000 
TOTAL PROJECT COST $9,743,768 $1,127,406 $232,497 $11,103,671 

*State Toll Credit Funds 
 
The recommended appropriation of $5,106,236 in grant funds is required to match 
appropriations with the current FHWA approved authorization limit. The current grant 
funding (FHWA plus State Toll Credit) authorization limit is $5,971,174.  To date, only 
$864,938 has been approved by Council.  The appropriation consists of $177,060 in 
grant funds to complete the design phase and $4,929,176 in grant funds for the right of 
way phase. With the approval of the recommendation to increase revenue and 
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appropriations, there are sufficient funds in the Streets Fund to cover the City’s share 
for the Project.  
 
SUMMARY 
 
The Project has significant site constraints and complex design parameters. The 
preliminary design review by City boards and commissions has revealed competing 
recommendations and comments. The design is intended to balance these competing 
issues. A common Project design theme has been to maximize vegetated sloped creek 
banks by either minimizing the bridge width, and in the case of the HLC and CAC 
recommendations, maximally narrow Kimberly Avenue. The TCC has supported the 
staff recommendation to keep Kimberly Avenue a two-way street, maintain state and 
federal approvable bridge design dimensions, extend a sidewalk along Kimberly 
Avenue, and add, to the maximum extent practical, creek side sloped vegetation.  
 
 Proposed Project Design 

• Bridge width design of 43 feet 
• Bridge roadway width of 28 feet curb-to-curb 
• Bridge sidewalk width of 6 feet 
• Reduced travel way from two 12-feet wide travel lanes to two 11-foot wide 

lanes 
• Reduced roadway approach transition width 
• Kimberly Avenue remains a two-way street 

 
Staff requests that Council approve the proposed bridge design and roadway geometry, 
in accordance with City, State, and Federal standards, with the design exceptions, as 
approved by the City Engineer, and confirm that Kimberly Avenue remain a two-way 
street. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  1. Project Site Plan  
 2. Proposed Bridge Design  
 3 May 24, 2012, Transportation and Circulation Committee 

Staff Report 
 4. Minutes excerpts from Transportation and Circulation 

Committee meeting of May 24, 2012 and Historic Landmarks 
Commission meeting of June 6, 2012  

 5. Innovative Bridge Rail Designs 
 
PREPARED BY: John Ewasiuk, Principal Engineer/sk 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director 
 
APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office 
 



ATTACHMENT 1 

LOWER MISSION CREEK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT 

 



ATTACHMENT 2



City of Santa Barbara
Transportation & Circulation Committee

Staff Report

May 24, 2012

TO: Transporlation & Circulation Committee (TOG) Members

FROM: )ohn Ewasiuk. Principal Civil Engineer

SUBJECT: Mason Street Bridge ReØacenient Pioject

RECOMMENDATION

That the Transportation & CirculatLen Committee:
A Review the proposed Mason Street Bridge Replacement Project and comment on its

consistency with the Pedestrian llaster Plan and Circulation Element; and
B. Provide comments and recommendations for Council to consider whether Kimberly

Avenue traffic circulation should renlain as a two-way street. or change it to a one-way
street.

INTRO 0 U CTIO N

The Mason Bridge Replacement Project Project involves replacing the structurally and
hydrologically deficient bridge aver Mission Creek. The Project is grant funded, and will increase
the channe[s capacity in accordance with the Council-approved Lower Mission Creek Flood
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ATTACHMENT 3
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presented to Council, with a rinal Prnect scope recommendation! at the time the Project final
design contract is recommended for award.

BAC KG RO U N U

The City! with grant funding from the Federal Highway Administration proposes to demolish the
structurally and hydraulically deficient Mason Street Bridge over Mission Greek, and construct a
new bridge at the same location The bridge was rendered hydraulically obsolete due to Councils
2001 approval of the LMCFCP. The LMGFCP has been an effort between the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, the Santa Barbara County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, and the City.
At this time, federal Funding (or the LMCFGP appears unlikely, and the City and County are moving
forward with incremental construction (individual bridges and se9nlents of channel improvements),
using various grant funds and local funding sources

The LIVCFCP is located along Mission Creak from Canon Perdido Street to Cabrillo BouFevard, a
distance of about 1.3 miles. The LMCFCP will widen the creak channel to increase flood flaw
capacity in order to reduce flooding and properly damage. Widening the channel will replace old
concrete walls and non-native invasFue plants will be replaced with nadve riparian species. Natural
creek bed improvements will be made to enhance the endangered species habitat for the Southern
California steelt,ead trout and the tidewater goby.

The bridge span will be lengthened to accmmcdate the proposed LMCFCP 20-year flood
conveyance. The existing bridge span is about 36-leer and 33-feet in width The new channel
width and he new bridge span will be 55-feet. As approved in the LMCFCPs concepual plan from
the 2000 EISJEIR, the bridge replacement will include he realignment of the south end of Kimberly
Avenue at Mason Street to accommodate channel widening. See Attachment I

The Project has been reviewed by the HLC on four occasions Attachment 2 - HLC Minulest, and
the HLC has yet to approve the Pro1ecr’s design. The transportation and circulation policy-related
comments, that HLC expre,ed. revolve around bridge and sidewalk widths and vehiclejpedestrian
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CURRENT ISSUES

1. Project Sidewalk Is,.,..
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CinlC does not appear to comply with the American with Disabilities Act, the Pedestrian Master P’an,
or the Circulation Element policies, which state that missing link’ sidewalks be instarled under
these circumstances The current design includes a new six-toot wide sidewalk at this location to
match the existing sidewalk width immediately north of the ‘missing link!.

The HLC and CAC also recommended minimiling the sidewalk width on the east side of Kimberly
Avenue. The existing sidewalk err the east side of Kimberly Avenue is eight and a half-feet wide,
with trees and tree wells. In response to these recommendations, the current design reflects a six-
foot wide sidewalk with no tree we’ls. The result of the two and a half-foot reduction of sidewark
width is the widening of the vegetated creek bank west of Kimberly Avenue. This reduction will
also result ins reduced height of the new retaining wall immediately west of the western Kimberly
Avenue sidewalk

The CAC and HLC also recor,’niended reducing he sidewalk widths on the bridge to five feet!
which is the minimum width reqLared by the City’s Municipal Code. For pedestrian circulation, staff
recommends hal the sidewalk on the bridge tbotb sides be no less than six feet in accordance
with tie Pedestrian Master Plan, and to match he existing six-Pool sidewalk widths on Mason
Street immediately west o[ the bridge.

2, Bridge Geometry

This Projects design elements are complex and have competing needs Staff efforts to date have
rocused on producing a balanced project to address those needs. The Project is also required to
meet Caltrans’s standarth. American Association of Slate and Higl,way Officials (AASHTO)
standards and City of Santa Barbara Municipal Code and Engineering Design Standards. For
example, the documents produced by Caltrans and AASF-ITO provide criterion for the followLng:

• Bridge Width
• Roadway Approach Width and Transition To and From ha Bridge
• Road Shoulder Width
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propoted 36-foot Mason Street road width east of the bridge! and the 38.5-foot Mason Street
existing road width west of the budge. Therefore, staff recommends no add,lional Design
Exceptions. The more Design Exceptions requested, the higher the liability risk io the City in the
event of an incident. These issues have been discussed with Caltrans who indicated their support
of these oroDose Des1on Eceptos.

The law bqce w± p-oçosec a be ‘3-’eet wde or 22-feet wde cwt to c-t The wdv c4
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Staff is proposing to use a •See Through bridge rail design to meet the ASSHTO sight distance
requirement for vehicles traveling southbound on Kimberly Avenue and turning eastbound on
Mason Street If the See Through bridge rail is not a viable option. and if Kimberly Avenue
remains a two-way Street! the north side of the bridge would require an eight and a halt-foot wide
sidewalk and the roadway shoulder continue to be seven-feet wide along the entire north side of
Mason Street as opposed to the mininiurn three-foot wide shoulder on the south side of the new
bridge. (See Attachment 7).

3. Kimberly Avenue Pavement Width and Traffic Circulation

Kimbeily Avenue is currently a two-way street and is proposed to remain as a two-way street with
the approved LMCFCP EISJEIR and this proposed Project. The approved LMCFCP included the
realignment of the Kimberly Avenue and Mason Street intersection and new bridge location. The
October 2010 average daily vehicle trips along Kimberly Avenue were 128 vehicles per day. which
is very low. In 2011, staff evaluated changing Kimberly Avenue from a Iwo-way to a one-way
streei to determine how it impacted the proposed CbapalaIYanonali Bridge Replacnient Project
Cbap&a Bridge Project). Considerations t the lime included wheiher the bridge could be

naryowsd a ad&ess wafer cuaft cocernS -&a(e to l-or-ess e—criy,et and •.!jaI aclsvty

dig Jsei u-to€r ‘-c e,us:n-: cdge &Dsea.eq:y. the PuDI C W&cs Conn-n ty Jeveicrert
cIa Pa-s ad Receation Depar—,er:s ten detemiEeo Kkrbalv Aven.e sa! reflr a :wc-way
Street accctarice :e Crw at.c Eare- coicies. 1 c-er tc areserve the cesign vel, Ce

dCLIatIOI1 otto—s nt—c area Te Chapala Oridge °oiect iS ni a des g a1 has C ly oord
anc ccvnsslon des9 ala ewonm.en:al aoprovas

The CAD and 1-LO -eccTiTencec That floe -y Avenje be recesiGned ‘-ocr a two-way s:-eet to a
ore-.’Eay steel wt c was anticlpa:ea it ajow he Masc Steet Briage to be ra—Dwed d.c to the
el rratc of an ntsez:cn scM Stance recu re,erl wth ta intation o’ ccnve—iiooai Dricce
a [ngs. The basis fc r-s reconmencat 2 5 to rri-wrize c rarosea ew ,nce W3t W2

a ow w res.tnc or, wael -.tgeaied reec an( 5 DD€5 ri T-irzed rem n ng wa ne g—lS
beMeen Krnberly A,ene and Mss.on Creek
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Mason Sire: Bncge Repacenert D*ct
Ar I 24- 2Y 2
Pa9e S

A poçDsec rote-hal salt c to t—e n-sedor sql siance ssta S )Ie use o’ a Catar see

Tlouçfr b dge ra stye nc- ?ii I se thc.c_ry evflaec d_ri-g tie f—a des gn c4 I—s P—sject
Tre See Tmg[ bcidge a. cesign epecec , al ,w tie orive c’ a vet. on ICarbery
.Aps gong sas::oor)c 0l Iftso., -SneI. :3 sWely see an eas*tonc •-,eJ, c.e west o’ .rc

StreeuKimberiy Avenue intersection. However, this style of bridge rail is new to the City design
review boards and would require HLC approval See Attachrr,ent 7 for the Sight Distance Criteria
Comparison Chart and Attachment 8 for examples of See Through bridge rails. If the “See
Through bridge rail style is found viable and approvable. it will result in the narrowest bridge
design width feasible

Maintaining Kimberly Avenue as a two-way street and utili2ing a See Through bridge rail results
in the same new bridge width (43 feet! or 28 feet curb to curb) as obtained by modifying Kimberly
Avenue to a one-way Street and utilizing a conventional bridge railing (non_see Through! bridge
rail style). Maintaining Kimberly Avenue as a two-way Street requires a throat width of 26 feet north
of Mason Street for vehicular turning movements- A one-way street would be 20-feet wide from
Mason Street to approximately 110 feet north of Mason Street- It then reverts to a 31.8-foot wide
street for the remainder of the block- If Council directs Kimberly to be 20-feet wide one-way street.
the 6-foot reduction of pavement width would be available for additional vegetated creek bank and
would reduce new retaining wall heights west of Kimberly Avenue.

The proposed Project design is in accordance with the approved LMCFC EIS/EIR and does not
include changing Kimberly Avenue from two-way to One-way as pal of this Project. Changing the
roadway circulation to one-way could be achieved however. I is likely that it would become a
separate project which would require Council approval via an ordinance amendment which would
involve neighborhood oLilreach/support and additional CEQA review and neighborhood
support/appioval. This added process would ‘esult in significant delays estimated to be
approximately one to two years possibly jeopaidizing the $11 million in tederal grant funds for this
‘rzjec. The tejera Lr* (or fls P4e ‘audes lCD aen: Lncig fc- the r.g1 ctny anc
co-siud y’ prases of the Pojed Staff recor:,ends rot 95K ng te oss 0’ Iii s crlra fedora:
gra—t Staff a—tidoa:es reqes: rig Cc_n-z 5 aporcva cf the Prc ect hal des 9 coma-, r
2D 2 At ?at : re stan ‘1 see cs_rids orecicn reca’d n t—e Ki,,oe-y A-jer.€ cmi a: ci
ssue

W- esoec: to coyce cu.ation a separa:e oicyc e ;ane a.c—q Ki-nDe- yls rD: -ecu ec Cje tc te

OW venicle voiumes on tnis street

CONCLUSION

Staff s1ves Ic iev&.op a pcec: conomance t’ pc COLrC I 3anr n Cc,,Tiss.c ad
Cao.n a Coasta; Coirriss c ac3vs wie cc n_sO :3 ba!arce CAC n_C ad
uianspoflaticn Da 5 a-id poices Tee ae Tany na lerices ad ccDex& c ?e
ev zneria . cçra’at t9rs,rahoccs:rcAatr ard ecoryrica rca ties ad r.eecs
ss-o.rd ng tis Poject The ppsec Pcjed cesign t-_s: -roe: cu-el sladasds ad :rte

current !!sndard or care!! in order to be professionally certified. rhe proposed Project addresses

these chatlenges Further! the proposed Pro1ect meets the objectives of the LMCECP The
Project also incorporates the minimum bridge roadway width approvable given Caltrans, MSHTO
and City criterion contingent upon approval by Caltrans and the PHWA for the Design Exceptions
for bddge width travel way, and roadway approach/transition widths.
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Mason Street Bridge Replacement Project
April 24, 2012
Page 6

Staff requests that the rCC comment on 1) Project consistency with the Pedestrian Master Plan,
specifically regarding the Kimberly Avenue missing Iink sidewalk issue! and sidewalk widths: 2)
bridge geometry criteria including the proposed Design Exemptions; and 3) provide comments and
recomniendations for Council to consider whether traffic circulation on Kimberly Avenue should be
a two-way or one-way street.

Attachments: 1. LIMGFCP Concept Plan
2 HLC Minutes
3 GAG Minutes
4. Neighborhood Sidewalk Network

Bridge Design Exception Matrix
6. Proposed Bridge Layout
7. Sight Distance Criteria Comparison Chart
S. See Through Sridge Rail Exampjes

JWGiJEIIcts

cc: Pat Kelly, City Engineer/Assistant Public Works Director
Drowning Allen. Transportation Manager
Cameron Benson. Creeks Restoration/Clean Water Manager
John Ilesin, Project Engineer
Michael Berman. Project Planner
Historic Landmarks Commcssion
Creeks Advisory Committee
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Attachment 3

!! the C.vmitiee re\jée rc the 2D2 R,gutr MeEälg Sc!evto

Doourrems:
20’2 Re9iar Meepog Sc’eDuie

S Dea kers:
Daeco 3erson, C’ee.cs Restc-raftCean War Mnager

‘or’,*ee Oils! cn::/Nscu€scri.

Motion;
Canim’tlae r,eir’bers MoldaveriLohnius [0 approve the 2012 Regular

Meeting ScFiedue.

Vote:
Voice Vote 0/0

b. Mason Street Bridge Replacement Project Liason Report

Recommendation:
That the Cerninrctee receive a report and discuss he Mason Street Bridge
Replacerint Prajad

peAet
Caerc’ Sen,n, Creeks RestcatcrF Gear Wate Manager -.ee ‘?o!daver.

Cc(nnitee Jason

Dommitee QuestlonsiOiscussion
Comm tee Jernrs asked cuasticlis iegardn0 lie scoe cf the :rse< benk
te habat exaqsion zo’.e of the ,3ect. ‘hethe any esDrati,r wi OCtLr Cl’
tte West sloe 0 ne creek. frcw te exsto Sycamore to. can € savec ow
re src4e wS alfsct ojacen( o-rrecwiws. weThe, sdewalcs *11 oc nsta•Iec

Ofl gce Of Krnoe. St IMeThe; the oridge Tai wilt te soc or cOnt.n
open spaces, relocating the ekist?ng bandonad stom, drain pipe to increase
scped hank on the tnt side ofifie creek, tpstream ofihe bridge, whether ile
racks in the habitat expansion zone will be ubrnerged or expDsed, preservin9
the feel otthe neighborhood, whether Kimbedy Street can be made one-way;
and, eliminating p,rk.:ng on the bridge to minimize the width.

Mr. Macintosh left at 6:40

Mr Ewasiuk reported that research is being dane an options for rserng the
Sycamore tree, that talks are taking p(ace with prkete property owners on the
west side of the creek to have trees planted, that Kimberly Street will need to
have a xed width whether its one-way or tNo-ways, hat the current plans
nolude a sewalk on he west side of Krnberly; and, that at;ons for raiiing

will be preserred to Ite NLC in January.

Css?ioyCcrts Y”te Msy Ii 2t’

I of 5
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jAr Banscn repoled mar :ne srcsed RanErat Expas cm Zone desçn provdes
‘o two dthrent abta areas. and aso cswuragss ub ic ‘m usbig 4 as an
ntr&/axt a tie zee’c and, that the cjon1 spuc4ure n the west sics ctth
upstream side of the brioge wiil b pruteoled in place.

Maiion
Committee member Mo[davar/Lohrnus to sunjmarlzn recommendations

and torwaiti to the Historic Landmarks Cornrni&on fr Thair January 1
mee in g.

\Jote
Voice cte 5’O

C. Water Quality Re,earch Prgrain Uodate aria ModiflcaUojs

prrwreadatKr

ma: ne Com—it:c •fc€ an updae a n ae Qniaiy Resea’ch a:,d
Mn:a’iqa Pogran, iid ccrcw wiTh The sM’ recnrei1a( 341 madf tp
reaearct pan for FiacaI Yea’ 2012.

.9 pe a] a Is:
Jill Murray. Nate, Quality Research CoorLjLi}ator

Motion:
Committee c,’drnbers Be SmetltPfleberto approve tlq n,&ifications to

the FY12 Water Qt’alty Research and Monhlo:ing P[an

Vote:
Jcic V,e ;O

ADJOURNMENT
Motion

Conv,Ettee rnantes 3uld -Vo-laver a adjourn.

Mr Bu(:Dck a1:urned he meetnq a: v.25 p.m.

Fespecttully submitted,

Cameron Benson
Creeks estcration/C]aan Water Manager

C,ee,s Ac. ,ne M5€. M2y 1 20

2 of
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‘Ar. Thomson reported thacdrarage poIs are routine ciieckd for r-csquitc
ar.e and rtu .nsqLatc ah end botogca. caucs ere USeD in e coot
-ep , 0otD oria! r053ucz, .55i0.. no enp ehershe 1cnPf;hg ‘as Den
core ef the wrseam ecosyitem hvave ,efcve me rweeut a wIe aided up
n Me creek witi rn flutes not —ucr sedinent rn enjlaed but accas
points were designed into the project to aI.o* ‘a future excawatios J necessary.
that gamusia were rtrodceo Dy the Creeks Div&on as part ofthe prcect cut
were rather dlccvered En the pools urinq reserrh that rreritty a 2 nc storm

I CC’k o,ntaired n the pools and is: as r:erp-oresse5 arid me tas4ls uI Lm
wil deerrnr4 ths voume that cws r!ta the omn!c- ai. tt aVough Here

wcc(nq relafcnsh .t re Sro*grcunds ad r’ey ave t*en sore ‘€a,UIeS
to ,nprzve thefr w,F the ot;ca- ‘ocus o the Cre&s CN.s— has er c
c,,er side oW h *ayC -

c. Mason Street Bridge Rapiacemont Project Laisn Report

Recommendation:
Thai the Committee receive a epor divzuss the Mason Street Bridge
Replacement Project.

Spe&üi.
LeAnne Ranch and Lee Moldaver, Advio Committee Liaisons

Corn in flee 0 lies flon aID scuss ion:
Commttee members asked question regarding the benefit of removing the
abandoned pipeline he size of the rRes required in mitigation, the repiacement
ratio he affected Sycamore was removed: and, the spacinq ofthe openngs and
me he!qht aithe bridge raiflngs.

Mr. 9enson reported thai f the outfall or the Storm main is moved and the pe:ine
rernovtd there s occeittunit? Or “ore 5Wed tanks en the upstream side ol tit.
rce, nat 5 qam.’ seä kegs wee rtco,r 71erica ‘, rte nscape avhi2ci

with the DcssIrj c prrjoaçaing no i,gs frcm Inc exstaig -3vcanwe ma’ the
sge otthe ooenins n the rihgs is ac’Di’ae.y 4 i-&as wic t’e height is
apDonlatey reeL

Mr. Moldaver Iff at 6:54

ADJOURNMENT

C:rTv,,itee ntitoers &;Ioc<DeSneth to adju
Mr !ul es a4.ure- the nteet.ig a: 12 a.r

RespecHully submitted.

Cameron Benson
Creeks Restoralion/Cjean Waler Manaçer

Creclcs Adv;so Commitzs Mintn,s. Januaiy 8, 2012

3 of 5
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
GREEKS RES’ORA rIoN,VATER QUALiTY MPROVEMENT

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES

SPECIAL ME!TING

March 14. 2012

LiRvid Gebbard Meeting ROQm, 830 Garden St.

CALL ro ORDER
ChaIr Paul U’!Icck cahqrl he eeti.r to ordar at 53e pm

Vc le
Vctce izIe 4/0

AGENDA ADJUSTMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENT
wisHec ID sDea

Mr. Macintosh anWod 5:4

CONMifTEE MEMBER AND SFAfl COMMUNICArIONS

7. BUSINESS TENS

a. Mscn Str..t Bridsa keplacensnt Pecet Liaison Report
Re;vtme_catie

ROLL CALL
Commiree members present.. Paul Builoek, Setay Wahar! Natasha Lchmus, LeeAnne

French, Srph,n
Committee members abserc Lee Maldaver, Oan’eIie Ce 8,i’th Annie Mauoquio
Liaison members present: Ccuncl’ Liaidofl Frank Iohkiss
Liaison mernh€s absnt Planning Cornni’ijsiuiinr tnhaAi nrdn P:ks a,d Recreation

Gonirrisionec Chr Ca,eeer
Utff prvert Crefr gort’on1CIean Water Ma’iaqer Caniemn Hanson Creeks

Administrative Speciljst Jeni Horicood, Creeks Planner George7homson,
Assistant Parks & Rec’atio’i Manayer J11l

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
MoIicn:

Comrntte Vecyters reCfLotVE to apro,u The r’lnuts o’ he c%u[ar nee*c

0’ Ja..ery IR, 2(h2.

L 3(5
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1ThM the coimittee receive a rep,rt discuss :ne Man Srraet Briage
Fepiacerne: Pr*.

Sea<ers:
LecArne Fn,ui Ccrrittee Liascil

Public Comment:
No ne wibhsd to speak.

GorTvnittea uestLonsfDiscussLon:
Committee members requested a presentation from Planning Staff regarding

the longterni goals of the area surrounding the bridge project to better
understand the decisions being made regarding bridqe size.

Lx Andree Clark Bfrd Refuge Veetaor, Maintenance and Restoration Projact
Funding

ecorgreroa::Ofl.
That the Camr,itt.e receive a p*sentador 0, -e P31($ rvisj” s Mdree
Cark Bird Refuge Vegetaio 4oin!cnance and Restoration rnject ana
p;o,de a reccrmrieneaticr Ic Cty :Dorc recart 119 wnew.r Meas’e b
an aprcn1a!e soutte ofuning for tt prost

Stars:
Jill Zachary, Assistant Parics & RecreaI’or Dsecfo,

Pubic Comment.
No one wished to speak

Committee OuestiorisiDisousson:
Committee members discussed reasons why they felt he project did not fail
under the Funding Guidelines for Measures including: the project not
quaiilying as a restoraaor, Qf the ares, the pro$ct not improving water
quality in the Cfty, whether the project would be funded by any other
municipaiLpv kithout a Measure B pra9ram as vector or flood conErci, this typo
of rojed has ai/a’ beer, hJn,d by he çeeai fund in tre past that
Measure 3 Ls a. Jot to be ;se for rec.:at&y cow!Iance to perr!-iItrrJ
azenc.es end that &e oantilg Demon of the project s required m:Ugatio
fsr the weland p an: renova.

lottn
Dcrr—iftee nwtlber Weoe-coIwns tO rewlv-.?.c to :at the
prc$ect nt an apprcçriate use & aw B ‘ncs.

c. Status Updete — Mission Creek Fish Passage at flue Cltrans Channels

Creecs Advisary C,n,mities Miijtes. January1, 20U

5 of 5
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ATTACHMENT 3 
 

DRAFT   
 

       MEETING MINUTES EXCERPT 
     
 

     CITY OF SANTA BARBARA 
 

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION  
COMMITTEE (TCC) 

 
 

David Gebhard Public Meeting Room 
630 Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 

Thursday, May 24, 2012, 6:00 PM 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER: Chair Blackerby called the meeting to order at 6:03 PM  
 
ROLL CALL: 
 
UTCC  MEMBERS U AAttendance UCITY STAFF PRESENT :U 

Hillary Blackerby  Present Browning Allen, Transportation Manager 
Mark Bradley Present Malinda Reese, Project Engineer, derrick, john e 
Keith Coffman-Grey Present Kim Thaler-Strange, Administrative Specialist 
Edward France Present Derrick Bailey, Supervising Traffic Engineer 
Susan Horne Present John Ewasiuk, Principal Civil Engineer 
David Tabor Present  
  LIAISONS PRESENT 
  Cathy Murillo, Council Liaison 
  Deborah Schwartz, Planning Commission Liaison 
   
  OTHERS PRESENT 
  Sherrie Fisher, MTD 
6:00 
 
CHANGES TO THE AGENDA:  None.    
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 
 
1. Chair Blackerby called the meeting to order at 6:01 
 
Public Comment: 
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CONSENT CALENDAR:  
  
2. Approval of Minutes from the April 26, 2012 meeting where a TCC quorum was present.   

  
 
Motion: Approve the Minutes from the April 26, 2012, meeting. 
 
 Motion made to approve the minutes by, Keith Coffman-Grey; seconded by 

Susan Horne  
 
 Ayes: 5   Noes:    Abstain 1 Absent:  

 
REPORTS  
 

 
5. Mason Street Bridge Replacement Project 
 
John Ewasiuk, Principal Civil Engineer, presented a report on the Mason Street Bridge Project and 
asked the TCC to comment on its consistency with the Circulation Element and Pedestrian Master 
Plan, and provide recommendations to Council on whether Kimberly Avenue (Kimberly) should remain 
as a two-way street, or change to a one-way street. 
 
Mr. Ewasiuk described the location and the issues surrounding the project, and how it fits in with other 
City projects. 
 
Public Comment: 
 
Lee Moldaver, member of the Creeks Advisory Committee (CAC), representing the special ad-hoc 
subcommittee of the CAC, indicated that the CAC wanted Kimberly to be one-way with the narrowest 
possible bridge. 
 
Ms. Blackerby summarized a letter received from Children’s Museum (Museum) that said that they 
would prefer Kimberly to remain two-way.  Another letter, written by a neighbor requested that parking 
on Kimberly not be slanted or angled, and expressed concern about a loss of revenue to businesses 
that have Chapala Street (Chapala) addresses. 
 
Ms. Kay expressed concern about the loss of parking to residents and businesses in that area and that 
the neighborhood was not informed about any of these changes. 
 
TCC Comments 
 
 
Ms. Blackerby asked staff to clarify whether or not parking would be removed whether or not Kimberly 
stayed as a two-way street or became a one-way street, and asked that if the issue of the sidewalk, had 
been brought before the Access Advisory Committee.  Mr. Ewasiuk indicated that the proposed project 
includes the two-way configuration for Kimberly, and that if the project is not done this way, the City will 
be in violation of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  Mr. Allen added that per the ADA, the 
minimum sidewalk width is five to six feet, and that the Pedestrian Master Plan (PMP) calls for a six-
food sidewalk.  
 
The Committee’s main concerns were with the sidewalk width and parking loss.  They all agreed that 2
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the sidewalk had to be there, but had differences of opinion as to how wide the sidewalk would be.  
They also expressed interest in the see-through railing, and thought that if staff could get that style of 
railing approved, it would give some wiggle room for the sidewalk width.  The Committee also agreed 
that community outreach to this neighborhood was critical.  They supported keeping Kimberly as a two-
way street.  The main debate during discussion was on the sidewalk width.  The majority of the 
Committee was concerned with keeping within the guidelines of the PMP.  Staff suggested a motion 
that would help staff get in alignment with the HLC and CAC desires, but that this is ultimately Council’s 
call. 
 
Staff asked for a unified direction regarding Kimberly, and indicated that the design engineer will do 
what the City requests.  Staff also said that if Council wants Kimberly to be changed to a one-way 
street, they would pursue a separate project. 
 
The following motions were made and passed: 
 

 
Motion: That the Committee recommend five foot sidewalks on the creek side of 

Kimberly, six foot sidewalks on the State Street side, and six foot sidewalks on 
both sides of Mason. 

 
 Motion made by Ed France; seconded by Keith Coffman-Grey  
 
 Ayes: 5   Noes:  1 Abstain Absent:  
 
 Noes:  Bradley. 
 
 
Motion: That the Committee recommends keeping Kimberly the way it is in the proposal, 

through staff recommendations, as a two-way street. 
 
 Motion made by Keith Coffman-Grey; seconded by Hillary Blackerby  
 
 Ayes: 5   Noes:    Abstain: 1 Absent:  
 
  
 

 
 
 
 
Blackerby adjourned the meeting at 9:10 

 
 

3



 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 

MINUTES 
 

 

Wednesday, June 6, 2012 David Gebhard Public Meeting Room:  630 Garden Street 1:30 P.M. 
 

COMMISSION MEMBERS: PHILIP SUDING, Chair – Present 

DONALD SHARPE, Vice-Chair – Present 

LOUISE BOUCHER – Present 

MICHAEL DRURY – Present 

WILLIAM LA VOIE – Present 

FERMINA MURRAY – Present 

JUDY ORÍAS – Present 

CRAIG SHALLANBERGER – Absent 

BARRY WINICK – Present 
 

ADVISORY MEMBER: DR. MICHAEL GLASSOW – Absent 

CITY COUNCIL LIAISON: DALE FRANCISCO – Absent 

PLANNING COMMISSION LIAISON: STELLA LARSON – Absent 
 

STAFF: JAIME LIMÓN, Design Review Supervisor – Present at 1:33 p.m. to 1:44 p.m. 

  MICHAEL BERMAN, Project Planner/Environmental Analyst – Present until 2:52 p.m. 

  SUSAN GANTZ, Planning Technician – Present 

  GABRIELA FELICIANO, Commission Secretary – Present 

  Website:  www.SantaBarbaraCa.gov  

An archived video copy of this regular meeting of the Single Family Design Board is viewable on computers with high speed 

internet access on the City website at www.santabarbaraca.gov/hlc and then clicking on the Meeting Videos tab. 

 
CALL TO ORDER. 

The Full Board meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m. by Chair Suding. 

ATTENDANCE: 

Members present: Boucher, Drury, La Voie, Murray, Orías, Sharpe, Suding and Winick. 

Members absent: Shallanberger. 

Staff present:   Limón, Berman, Gantz, and Feliciano. 

 

GENERAL BUSINESS: 
 

A. Public Comment: 
 

None. 

 

B. Approval of the minutes of the Historic Landmarks Commission meeting of May 23, 2012. 

 

Motion: Approval of the minutes of the Historic Landmarks Commission meeting of 

May 23, 2012, with correction. 

Action: La Voie/Sharpe, 6/0/2.  Motion carried.  (Murray/Orías abstained.  Shallanberger absent.) 

 

http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/hlc
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C. Consent Calendar. 

 

Motion: Ratify the Consent Calendar as reviewed by Philip Suding. 

Action: Boucher/Winick, 8/0/0.  Motion carried.  (Shallanberger absent.) 

 

D. Announcements, requests by applicants for continuances and withdrawals, future agenda items, and 

appeals. 
 

1. Ms. Gantz made the following announcements: 
 

a) Chair Suding would be stepping down from Item 1 at 902 Chapala Street and Commissioner 

Shallanberger would be absent from today’s meeting. 
 

b) The projects to repaint the buildings at 718, 716, 714, 712 State and 15 E. Ortega Streets, which 

were continued two weeks to today’s meeting, have been indefinitely postponed at the owner’s 

request. 
 

c) The first Historic Landmarks Commission meeting in July will take place on Tuesday the 3
rd

 due 

to the legal holiday on the 4
th

. 
 

2. Mr. Limón announced that Nicole Hernández has been hired as the new City Urban Historian.  She 

will begin June 18, 2012. 
 

3. Commissioners Drury and Murray announced they would not be attending the June 20, 2012, HLC 

meeting. 

 

E. Subcommittee Reports. 

 

No subcommittee reports. 

 

 

** THE COMMISSION RECESSED FROM 1:37 P.M. UNTIL 1:44 P.M. ** 

 

 

CONCEPT REVIEW - NEW 
 

1. 902 CHAPALA ST C-2 Zone 

(1:45) Assessor’s Parcel Number: 039-321-019 

 Application Number:  MST2012-00217 

 Owner:  Cynthia D. Howard Gift Trust 

 Architect:  Cearnal Andrulaitis Architecture 

(Proposal to reconfigure an existing parking lot including repaving approximately 400 square feet and 

restriping 22 parking spaces.  Also proposed is new parking lot landscaping and the relocation of a trash 

enclosure.  A waiver of 5'-0" wide planters along the north and east perimeters is requested.  This parcel 

is located in the 100% parking Zone of Benefit.  Building facade changes were approved under separate 

application MST2012-00149.  A parking waiver is requested.) 

 

(Action may be taken if sufficient information is provided.) 

 

Actual time: 1:44 
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Present: Brian Cearnal, Architect 

  Philip Suding, Landscape Architect 

 

Public comment opened at 1:49 p.m. and, with no one wishing to speak, was closed. 

 

Motion: Project Design and Final Approvals with the comment that the applicant should 

consider a change in the pebbles selection. 

Action: Orías/Drury, 7/0/0.  Motion carried.  (Suding stepped down.  Shallanberger absent.) 

 

There is a ten-day appeal period. 

 

 

** THE COMMISSION RECESSED FROM 1:59 P.M. TO 2:04 P.M. ** 

 

 

PROJECT DESIGN REVIEW 
 

2. 0 BLK W MASON ST  

(2:15) Assessor’s Parcel Number: ROW-002-096 

 Application Number:  MST2010-00261 

 Owner:  City of Santa Barbara 

 Applicant:  Thomas Conti 

(Proposal to replace the structurally deficient Mason Street Bridge over Mission Creek and increase 

channel capacity in accordance with the approved 2001 Lower Mission Creek Flood Control Project 

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement.  The existing bridge span is 35 feet and 

the new bridge span will be 55 feet; the existing road bed width is 36 feet and the new road bed width 

will be 60 feet.) 

 

(Project Design Approval is requested.  Requires compliance with City Council Resolution 

No. 01-137.  Project was last reviewed on February 29, 2012.) 

 

Actual time: 2:04 

 

Present: John Ewasiuk, City Principal Engineer 

 

Staff comments:  Michael Berman stated that the project has been revised and the project description 

should have read: “The existing bridge span is 35 feet and the new bridge span will be 55 feet; the 

existing bridge road bed width is 24.4 feet and the new road bed width will be 28 feet.  The existing total 

bridge width is 33.4 feet and the proposed bridge total width would be 43 feet.” 

   

Public comment opened at 2:28 p.m. 
 

Lee Moldaver, Creeks Advisory Committee, spoke in support of the project and commented on 

Kimberly Avenue made into a one-way street towards the freeway. 
 

Mark Romasanta, adjacent property owner, spoke in support of the project. 
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Eddie Harris, Santa Barbara Urban Creeks Council, spoke in support of the project and commented on 

careful exploration of alternatives, shading for quality habitat, and making Kimberly Avenue into a one-

way street. 
 

Public comment closed at 2:34 p.m. 

 

Motion: Continued two weeks with the following comments: 

1. Extend the landscaping towards the corner of Kimberly and Mason Streets. 

2. Size the boulders correctly in preparation for storm events. 

3. Study the terminus of the bridge rails making them substantial. 

4. Study guardrail treatment to make the proposed material look like wood. 

5. The Commission is in support of an open rail bridge design; but what is being 

proposed is not acceptable and should conform to El Pueblo Viejo Guidelines. 

6. The bridge should be made as narrow as possible so that it is consistent with the 

residential neighborhood setting. 

Action: Boucher/Drury, 8/0/0.  Motion carried.  (Shallanberger absent.) 

 

 

CONCEPT REVIEW - CONTINUED 
 

3. 1936 STATE ST C-2 Zone 

(2:45) Assessor’s Parcel Number: 025-372-001 

 Application Number:  MST2011-00167 

 Owner:  Mobil Oil Corporation 

 Applicant:  Cadence Development 

 Agent:   Lucy Dinneen 

 Architect:  Kirk Gradin 

(Proposal to construct a new 3,450 square foot, 33 foot tall, one-story, non-residential building on a 

22,466 square foot lot.  A new parking lot behind the building will provide 18 parking spaces, one space 

more than required.  Grading outside of the building footprint will be balanced on site at 120 cubic 

yards.  Development Plan Approval findings are required by the Historic Landmarks Commission to 

allow the development of 2,449 square feet of new non-residential floor area.  The site has retained an 

851 square foot demolition credit.) 

 

(Fourth Concept Review.  Comments only: Project requires Environmental Assessment and 

Development Plan Approval findings.  Project was last reviewed on May 9, 2012.) 

 

Actual time: 2:52 

 

Present: Kirk Gradin, Architect 

  Kelly Brodison, City Assistant Planner 

 

Public comment opened at 3:04 p.m. 
 

Fred Sweeney, Upper East Association, expressed concern with large parking exposed to State Street 

and appropriate architectural solution. 
 

Lisa Burns, Upper East Association, expressed concern with generation of high traffic and compatibility 

with residential neighborhood. 
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Council Action Requested:
A. Confirm that Kimberly Avenue shall remain a 

two-way street, 

B. Approve the proposed Mason Street Bridge 
Project width design and roadway geometry,

C. Accept $5,106,236 FHWA grant funding, and

D. Authorize PW Director to execute a Final 
Design Contract with Bengal Engineering

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 2



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 3



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Background
 In 2001 Council approved the Lower Mission 

Creek Flood Control Project (LMCFCP) 
EIS/EIR and PC approved the 2008 CDP

 Prior approvals are the basis for bridge 
replacement projects within the LMCFCP

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 4



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 5
EASTBOUND W. MASON ST. AT CHAPALA ST.

NORTHBOUND KIMBERLY AVE. AT W. MASON ST.

SOUTHBOUND KIMBERLY AVE. TO W. MASON ST.



City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 6



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Project has been reviewed by the City 
boards and commissions

Competing priorities and conflicting policies

A. Kimberly Avenue Two-Way vs One-Way

B. Bridge Geometry and Bridge Width

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 7



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Competing Interests
 Additional vegetated creek bank slopes vs. 

Kimberly Avenue circulation 

 Appropriate bridge sidewalk width vs. narrowest 
bridge width feasible

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 8
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Kimberly Avenue One-Way vs. Two Way

 Approvals to date reflect Kimberly as a two-way 
street in accordance with the approved EIS/EIR and 
the Circulation Element

 CAC recommend a one-way street

 TCC recommend a two-way street

 HLC recommend narrowest bridge width feasible for 
neighborhood compatibility

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 11



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Kimberly Avenue One-Way vs. Two Way

 Changing the street to one-way would require 
neighborhood outreach/support, additional CEQA 
review which may jeopardize project federal funding

 Proposed design follows the TCC recommendation for 
Kimberly to remain a two-way street

 Area property owners/reps have been contacted and 
the majority prefer Kimberly remain two-way

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 12



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Kimberly Pavement Width

 Kimberly is 31.8 feet wide curb to curb

 Adjacent streets widths vary from 36 to 42 feet 
wide curb to curb

 HLC & CAC recommend a portion of Kimberly be 
narrowed to 20 feet (minimum one –way width)

 A 20 foot wide street section will not 
accommodate Kimberly/Mason design vehicle 
turning movements for two-way traffic

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 13



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Bridge Design Width

 Must meet Federal, State and City standards

 Existing Bridge width is 33.4 feet               
(24.4 feet curb to curb)

 Proposed Bridge is 43 feet wide                  
(28 feet curb to curb)

 HLC has requested a 30 foot wide bridge 
which will not meet current design standards

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 15



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

 An Innovative Bridge Rail allows the 
narrowest bridge width feasible

 The Innovative Bridge Rail requires the 
approval of the HLC

 HLC supports the Innovative Bridge Rail style

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 16



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 17



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Conclusions
 Proposed project strives to balance competing 

City goals and HLC, CAC and transportation 
policies

 Kimberly as a one-way street is proposed in 
conformance with approved EIS/EIR and 
Circulation Element, and to not risk losing grant 
funding

 The narrowest bridge width is pursued while 
meeting the approval standards

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 18



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Staff Recommendations :
A. Kimberly Avenue remain a two-way street, 

B. Approve the proposed Mason Street Bridge 
Project width design and roadway geometry 
with design exceptions as approved by the 
City Engineer,

C. Accept $5,106,236 FHWA grant funding, and

D. Authorize PW Director to execute a Final 
Design Contract with Bengal Engineering

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 19
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Questions?
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Backup Slides

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 22



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 23



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project

Project Sidewalk Issues – Kimberly Ave
80 foot sidewalk gap east of Kimberly, 

north of Mason

Completing this “missing link” is in 

conformance with the Circulation Element 
and the American With Disabilities Act

HLC and CAC recommend no sidewalk

City of Santa Barbara  •  Public Works Department 24



Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project
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Mason St. Bridge Replacement Project
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